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Loan Forgiveness Progam Sought

more in student loans than in rent. That is absurd."
According to the 1995 employment statistics supplied by the
CDO, those employed in the public interest earned on average
$28, 726 per year with some earning as little as $13, 500. The
highest wage reported for public interest work was $36,400. The
UB Law average was $36,240.
Now some students who desire to work in the public interest
are calling on UB Law to implement a loan forgiveness program.
As it is envisioned, the program will help defray what is seen as
the substantial cost of law school, especially with the tuition hikes
in recent years, and make the option of pursuing a career in the
public interest less prohibitive. One of leaders and spokesmen in
this effort is Nelson Mar, a second year law student interested in

by Sol Sandberg

Not long ago students who aim to work in the public interest
were treated with the following : In a survey by National Jurist
magazine Yale was found to be the best law school in the country
when it comes to law school public interest programs followed in
second place by the State University of New York.
What amazed one public interest-minded student this semes
ter was why UB Law- a top rated public interest school- did not
have a loan forgivness program. In a letter circulated to other stu
dents who plan to work in the public interest, she wrote, "Many of
the top schools pay back AT LEAS T a portion of student loans if
you graduate and take a job doing public interest work. Its like
leading lambs to slaughter, in a way. Many of us will be paying

Continued on page 4

Lewdness in the Law Library

law Student Wins Fellowship to Help the Homeless

by Sol Sandberg

by Sol Sandberg

On February 19 at about 7:18 pm, according to the
Department of Public Safety, a UB student was reported to the
police for masturbating on the third floor of the law library. The
student was handcuffed and charged with public lewdness. It was
not clear whether the student was a law student. David Hawkins a
lL reacted in this way upon learning of the incident: "A person's
sexual proclivities or tendencies-I have nothing against that but
when you exhibit these tendencies in public you might be offending
someone else. Maybe you need to go to the bathroom or use a
carrel." Public Safety said that the student in question would be
directed to appear in Amherst court.

Corinne Care)l,_ a UB Law 3L, has won a two-year fellowship
from the Center on Crime, Communities, and Culture. The Center
is a project of the Open Society Institute, an organization funded
by a billionaire of Hungarian origin, George Soros. As a fellow
Ms. Carey will be associated with Housing Works, an organization
which she described as the largest provider nationally of services
to homeless people who are HIV positive and their families. At
Housing Works, Ms. Carey will be working on the Legal Harm
Reduction Project, a project which she designed to deal with the
legal issues facing homeless drug users who are HIV positive.
According to Ms. Carey, a good example of a harm reduc
tion project is the needle exchange program, where the position
adopted is that people will use drugs, and the question is asked:
how can we reduce the harm to themselves , families, and commu
nities because of their drug use?
Ms.Carey explained that she will be looking at the intersec
tion of civil and criminal penalties that government imposes on
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!Editorial: Selling Ourselves I

Believe it or not, last week's New York Times actually brought
us a few articles about body parts doing something other than
making a mess on the floor of the oval office. Tuesday's Times
reported that two Chinese prison officials, masquerading as doc
tors, had been caught in New York trying to sell the organs of ex
ecuted inmates. Wednesday's edition, researching an ethically
more uncertain area, bore this headline: Soaring Price of Donor
Eggs Sets Off Debate. Botb articles delved into the ethical com
plications of their respective topics (not that finding the ethical
problem in raffling off an executed .shoplifter's lung is particu
larly tricky). The scope of the articles, did not reach quite as far as
I would have liked, however, so I would like to widen it a bit.
Let's start with an admission: the commodification of flesh
is as common in our society as...well, the food we eat. We eat
animals, we experiment on animals, we wea� them, breed them,
and ride them. This is not intended as sweeping social criticism;
I have, on occasion, been know to b�y shampoo without the ani
mal-safe eco-bunny on it--and I probably used it to wash my hair
just before abusing my colon with buffalo wings at the Anchor
Bar.
On the other hand, I learned in the first grade that "humans
are animals, too." One could follow the logic trail and say that
human flesh--especially of a person condemned to die--is just an
other commodity. Of course, who's going to listen to that? Hu
manity, through the power of philosophy, science, and superior
technology, has for the most managed to reason itself off the plate.
Black marketeers, infertile women, and the terminally ill have
managed to put it back on, however. With transplant technology
getting easier (and sentencing in China getting harder), the prices
for body parts and products have gone up, while the danger of

many procedures has gone down. Despite an extensive and dedi
cated volunteer organ donation network, those who can afford to
survive at any cost are doing just that. After all, why sit around,
hoping some guy on motorcycle bites the dust, when you can call
China and have them execute a non-smoking counterfeiter (I am
not kidding) just for you?
Having evoked "animal rights," now let me leave them by
the wayside, with one final comment: subconsciously, is a ham
that different from a heart? We breed animals, flesh, to create
sustenance that helps us survive. Those in dire need--like some
one with a defective heart--need a different kind of flesh to sur
vive. But it is survival. From a certain point of view (and one
endorsed no further than the point of speculation), the analogy
isn't that far off. How many people have met their heart "donor"?
How difficult could it be to just view him as another animal slaugh
tered that you might survive? Life-threatening situations often
pervert one's ethics.
Those who have real donors--the kind of people who fill in
the back of their driver's license with orders to eviscerate at the
moment of death--must feel a deep gratitude to the people who
helped them survive. In fact, it probably gives them an increased
sense of humanity. On the other hand, those who never hear about
their "donors" --people killed for profit and utility--might find it
easy to shrug away moral queasiness in light of twenty or so extra
years of life.
From this context, we approach area of human parts and prod
ucts II donation.11 Starting with the most obvious, let's look at blood.
Blood replenishes, is easily extracted in usable quantities ...must
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WE fJ O T A l E T TE RI
Dear Editor of the Opinion...

I would like to voice my overall dismay regarding the
not-so-subtle misogyny rippling throughout recent Opinion articles
-namely that of Adam Perri's "Images in Male" and his subsequent
"clarification" of said piece, as well as Russ Klein's "Playing Your
Part." In doing so, I am not imploring you to discontinue publishing
such articles. I simply wish for the opportunity to express my
outrage and the reasons for it. My principal objection with these
articles is that both are penned by men who purport to address: (a)
how women feel and think; and (b) how women should feel and
think. The most appropriate response to what both authors seek to
espouse can best be accomplished by mimicking my great
grandmother, a feisty old Irishwoman who would bellow a hearty
"BULLSHIT!" at the person seeking to unload a thinly disguised
pile of verbal manure on her.
In response to Mr. Perri's unnecessarily pedantic "Images
In Male," I believe references from a panoply of other sources (be
they Roman, English, et al.) may better bring to life the illusion of
innate "masculinity" Mr. Perri labors so desperately to prove via
citation from graffiti on a Pompeii wall. For all we know, the
graffiti artist quoted could very well have been a mischievous
concubine adopting the "deliberately provocative" and "playfully
inflammatory" tone self-proclaimedly used by Mr. Perri--a Roman
version of the very sort of sexually liberated, modern-day career
gal which he so snidely derides. After all, as Mr. Perri takes care
to point out, such vulgar terms are invariably considered all the
more shocking when expressed by a woman.
Contrary to Mr. Perri's belief, the resultant shock and
dismay from a woman's use of vulgarities cannot be attributed to
"human nature" and the supposition that women need to be shielded
from such terms, for there more likely existed scores of women
resemblant of Madonna or Foxy Brown who sought to express
themselves and their sexualities in a most unladylike fashion
throughout history (including Roman times). Unfortunately, their
voices were largely silenced by those who felt, as Adam Perri
apparently does, that such expressions were made contrary to their
natures and therefore not fit to be seen, heard, or printed. For
many of these wonten, exercising their freedom of expression meant
taking a male psendonym or simply keeping their thoughts
restricted to journals or letters sent to kindred spirits.
According to Mr. Perri, human nature is innate "by
default." As anyone who's ever competed can tell you, a win by
default is not a true victory at all. Rather, the mythical concept of
"human nature" is far too broad in scope to classify every aspect
of our behavior as determined by whether one was born with a
penis or vagina. To do so would give credence to the "boys will be
boys" philosophy used as a means of explaining away gang rape
or other particularly vicious act of violence when perpetrated by
men. More likely, ce'nain aspects of what theorists label as "human
nature" are socially constructed, while others are arguably innate.
Sexuality (whether it be the coarse and vulgar "male" type
identified by Mr. Perri, or the impliedly softer, more restrained
"female" type) is shaped by a variety of individual experiences,
preferences and dislikes as unique as the human being who

possesses these things. Indeed, as any successful porn producer
can attest to, one person's wet dream is another one's nightmare.
Strip away the twenty-five cent words from Mr. Perri's
writings and the sentiments remaining are more akin to those
expressed by an ignorant disciple of Jerry (Falwell or Springer),
rather than that of a reasoned man or woman of any age. The
overall tone and content of this article left me with the same slightly
nauseous feeling I'd get during first-year lectures in which a few
self-aggrandizing classmates, perhaps due to the fact that their egos
dwarfed their intellectual capacities, would see fit to regale a packed
classroom with highlights of their professional qualifications while
attempting to answer a question by a professor on any given issue.
The best thing that could be said about Russ Klein's most
recent Anarchist piece would be that, in caparison to Adam Perri's
work, it was commendably readable. As a feminist who is also a
vocal proponent of the concept of personal responsibility, I make
it and have always made it a point to recognize women's (and indeed
men's) complicity in their own undoing when it exists. However,
I beg to differ with Mr. Klein's assertion that such complicity occurs
by mere virtue of the fact that a woman wears lipstick. Wearing
cosmetics does not give others license to objectify or exploit the
woman who chooses to do so, nor is it, as Mr. Klein suggests,
indicative of a heightened degree of vanity.
Even as a woman, I cannot rightfully or accurately explain
why any woman chooses to wear, or not to wear, cosmetics. I
believe each woman's (indeed, each person's) mind is far too
individualized to do so. So I cannot begin to fathom where Mr.
Klein has obtained his keen knowledge of the female mind and the
unmitigated gall displayed in his act of relaying what he believes
are the innermost thoughts of the female mind. Speaking from my
own experience, cosmetics are tools which may be used to express
individuality (much like, oh let's say a cap emblazoned with the
name of one's favorite musical group) as well as to celebrate
femininity. Time permitting, I apply them whether I'm off to lunch
with a group consisting solely of other females or on my way to a
club or bar filled with members of the allegedly "coarser" sex.
Regardless of the situation, I do not apply them, as suggested by
Mr. Klein, to capture the attention of a would-be Adam to my Eve.
Whether originating from the mouth of a man or woman,
I greatly resent the notion that in order to truly earn the title of
feminist, I must behave in a certain fashion (i.e. by becoming a
lesbian, discontinuing shaving, wearing combat boots, or throwing
away my entire collection of nail pofish and make-up). To me,
feminism is about increased options in the way I lead my life and
the freedom to choose between them without having my choices
placed under an overly scrutinous and unforgiving microscope
(such as those used by Perri and Klein).
Both pieces are riddled with assumptions. Mr. Perri
assumes that women would do well to look to marriage as a means
of obtaining "happiness, emotional security, greater financial
security and assistance with the myriad duties of child-rearing."

Continued on pa2e 4
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Dear Editor of the Opinion... Contmued f'rom page 3

NEWS
Loan Forgiveness Program ...Continued from page

Mr. Klein appears to assume that women who wear make-up do so
in order to catch (at least) the eye of a possibly marriageable man,
and in doing so, play an integral role in their own objectification.
I wonder if either are familiar with the old adage about assumptions,
for in writing both these articles both have managed to make asses
of themselves as well as the handful of those who subscribe to
their beliefs.
Petrina Keddell, 3L
Editor '.s response: Although apparently not made clear in my
column, the idea was to examine some (an obviously limited
number) women who do things (despite their own desires for what
they may or may not want) for 'their man' or to attract a man. The
idea was to show this limited group as perhaps still 'playing their
part' in society where it seems that men still dominate, and the
true goal of mainstream feminism (equality of the sexes) has
regrettably not been achieved. Make-up was only a small sub
issue (used as an example out of my friend's conversation). I was
hoping to introduce the notion that perhaps some women are
unwittingly acting to their own detriment, and to the detriment of
feminism and the status of women in society not because of what
they do, but because of the possible subconscious reason that they
do it.
-Russ Klein

1

the labor field.
Mar says that working in the public interest is important be
cause in our society there is no equal access to legal services. Yet ,
those seeking to remedy the situation through public interest em
ployment are required to pursue overworked and underpaid posi
tions. With cut backs in funding, opportunities for persons who
wish to serve in the public interest are even less and as a conse
quence public interest advocacy is understaffed.
Mar does not deny that the school, in some ways, does
support public interest work. He lists the variety of clinics servic
ing the public interest such as the Domestic Violence Clinic, the
Community Economic Development, and the Affordable Housing
Oinic.
Mar acknowledges that the main concern of the administra
tion in implementing a loan forgiveness program is cost but he
argues that it is not an adequate solution or adequate response be
cause there are ways the program can be organized and developed
that would be inexpensive. He explains that there is enough experi
ence between the law faculty and alumni to come up with a con
crete way of setting up the program that would be cost effective.
Moreover, he believes a loan forgiveness program will at
tract better students to our school.
And he says that many schools which are strong in the pub
lic interest field have loan forgiveness programs-schools like NYU,
Fordham, and Georgtown.
Currently, students like Mr. Mar who seek a loan forgiveness
program do not have a concrete proposal but they are getting re
sources together from other law schools and NAPIL. A meeting is
planned for this Tuesday at 2:45 for students who want to get in
volved with the effort.

Letters to the Editor should be delivered to the Opinion's
b a s e m e n t offi c e o r t o b o x 95 o r 27 (y o u r choice).

Law Student Wins... Continued from page 1

what has been called the "War On Drugs"- the government effort
to reduce and/or eliminate the production, spread, and use of ille
gal drugs.
George Soros, the sponsor of the fellowship, has been a
center of controversy in recent times for his alleged involvement
in the currency crises in South East Asia. Prime Minister Mahathir
of Malaysia said this in connection with his role in the Asian eco
nomic crisis "We have worked 30 to 40 years to develop our coun
tries to this level, but along comes a man with a few billion dollars,
and who in a period of just two weeks, has done much of the work
that we have done."
Despite the controversies surrounding his currency dealing,
Soros has also been known, through his Open Society Founda
tion as a great philanthropist funding, according to NBC, "demo
cratic" movements in Eastern Europe, human rights in Sarejevo,
democracy rights in Burma and immigrant rights in America, needle
exchange programs for drug addicts and campaigns to decriminal
ize marijuana.
Ms. Carey said that George Soros was interested in her project
because, "Soros is always interested in looking at innovative ap
proaches to really complex problems that face people through the
world and I think, in this case, the foundation was interested in
my project because it was an acknowledgement that you can't just
throw away a whole segment of the population."
Asked if she was embarassed to receive money from George
Soros, Ms Carey replied, "I am far from being embarassed. I am
proud. He does amazing and courageous work with his money and
I am honored to have my name associated with his." She added,
"He gives more money to developing nations than the US."

Envir o n me n tal Moot Cour t Co mpetitio n
by Sol Sandberg

UB Law participated in the National Environmental Moot
Court Competition held February 19, 20, 21 at Pace University in
White Plains, New York. The school's participation w� sponsored
by the Buffalo Environmental Law Society and the Environmental
Colloquium. Competitors were Jonh Orlowsky 2L (JD/MBA) and
Marc Romanowsky, 2L. The coach was Professor Errol Meidinger.
The issue argued: Whether the Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1988
prevents clearcutting of National forests when such clearcutting
would result in the direct or indirect deaths of migratory birds.
Seventy-five schools were represented at the competition. The VB
team competed in the first round against three teams. The com
bined oral and written score determined if they made it to quarter
final and final round. The results of the competition were not
available in time for inclusion in this issue.
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Joe Pistone, the FBI agent who infiltrated the Bonanno crime
family in New York City as jewel thief"Donnie Brasco," will speak
at 8 p.m. on Friday, March 27, in the Center for the Arts. Tickets
will $3 and $5 for students, and $8 and $10 for the general public.

Law Profes sor Attacks Fear of Femin is m

Professor McCluskey, an associate professor at the law
school, has strongly criticized allegations that pro-feminist press
bias produces a sense of victimization in women whose lot has
improved dramatically in the past 30 · years. Media, Feminism,
and the Law, a new book edited by McCluskey and Martha T.
Fineman, a professor at Columbia Law, explores several popular
redefinitions of feminism. The book has 23 contributors, and ex
plores how lawyers, courts and legislatures, together with the popu
lar media, have produces myriad changes in women's lives, for
good or ill.

•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

Nine Groups to Hold Sale
A coalition of groups made up of
AALSA,AWLS, BLSA, Circles, DVTF,
LALSA, NALSA, Outlaw and Solar will
be holding a sale on March 17, from 112 in front of the library. All proceeds
will go to the above 9 groups. BAR/
BRI donated the money for the t-shirts
that will be sold.

liLEGAL BRIEFsil
Se X

S h o p A p pe aI S h O t D O w n
The New York Court of Appeals has upheld the constitu
tionality of zoning laws designed to reduce and scatter the clus
ters of sex shops operating throughout New York City. Over one
hundred "adult" stores throughout the city united in a first amend
ment appeal to combat laws that prevent them from operating
within 500 feet of one another. The appeal failed to convince a
judge that the laws de facto inhibited the store owners' freedom of
speech. The city anticipates the shut down of over 100 stores.
Fede r al Judges F in al ly Con f i rmed?

Reacting to a critical comment by Chief Justice Rehnquist,
the Senate has begun to move on approving President Clinton's
long list of federal judges. A ten percent vacancy rate has arisen
while the partisan politics blocking the confirmation of the judges,
with ethics and concern over "activism," have prevent the rejec
tion or approval of those on the list.

C re d i t Un io n s

Reig n e d

In

Vacating a 16-year-old policy to let credit unions accept
millions of new membership from outside the accepted bounds of
their membership pools, the U.S. Supreme Court has declared that
the tax-free organizations must begin limiting their members. In a
5-4 decision, the Court found that Credit Unions' federal tax-free
status is a benefit they must not abuse by subverting business from
banks. It is predicted that millions of credit union members will
lose their memberships.

Lawyers Vul nerable to Suit f or SEC Filings

•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

A unanimous decision by the 3d U.S. Circuit Court of Ap
peals has ruled that lawyers can be sued for clients' misstatements
or omissions in securities filing. Klein v. Boyd, 97-1143, says that
a lawyer who helps craft a client's fraudulent document is vulner
able under Section lO(b) of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934.

BPI LP
Tickets for Buffalo
Public Interest Law
Program's annual auc
tion will go on sale this
week.. Cost is $15 per
ticket. See your local
friendly BPILP repre
sentative for more m
formation.

Tennessee Dickenson, an organizer
of last week's Outlaw extr avaganza
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Ju s tic e :
E c o n o mic
A Forgotten Social Aspiration
_
The struggle for economic justice in our American history
had cost

many lives and limbs. At the beginning of the century, workers at a uto
_
plants and the mining industry marched in front of guns and cl�bs with Just
_
their tired bodies to fight for better wages and working cond1t1ons. Today,
we are slipping back to conditions these workers fought with their liv�s to
eliminate. And wages are falling far below a living wage, yet the American
public are silent.
. . .
Then the most blatant blow against economic JUSt1ce came from our
own government in 1996. Our president wrote away Aid to Famihes wi�h
_
Dependent Children, a safety net for single mothers with children hvmg m
poverty, and imposed workfar� as a condition for benefits.
. .
Even from a capitalist perspective, workfare as a condition for pub
lic benefits defy the economic reason behind the creation of our welfare
system. Our welfare system was created in the 1950s based on the realiza
tion that there are not enough jobs to employ all the working people. That
men over the age of 65 should retire and there should be public benefits to
encourage some to stay home so that younger people can find meaningful
work with reasonable pay -- rather than pay so low that it is impossible for
a family to live on due to the competition for scarce jobs. Also, this coun
try was concerned about the lowered consumption due to low wages.
Thus, the public benefit system was creat�d for the health of this economy.
With workfare, public benefit recipients who are mainly single moth
ers with children are in ·ected into the labor force as free labor for for-profit
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businesses, non-profit organizations, and government agencies. These single
mothers are forced to take jobs away from the working poor at low skilled
jobs. Their children are left unattended or to fend for themselves. The
consequences are predictable: workfare workers as free labor will flood the
low wage sector and further depress the already low wages. People who
are poor will be poorer. So what is illustrated by this new Welfare Reform
Act is that economic justice is a social aspiration forgotten or ignored.
As a moral member of society, the questions we ought to be asking
are: Why is there an attack on single mothers with children on public ben
efits? Why are people in need of public benefits? Is forcing people to work
the way to eliminate the need for public assistance? Is forcing si�gle moth
ers to work while leaving their children unattended the soluc1ton to our
nation's problem of having too many poor people qualified for public ben
efits? OR is this law another irrational political vehicle for the attainment of
power and fame by our beloved politicians? Are American people so igno
rant that welfare reform was actually "popular"? At what expense and at
whose expense are we riding this workfare scheme? Single mothers? Chil
dren? The working poor?
What we ought to be talking about is a living wage. The term "eco
nomic justice" needs to be put back in our vocabulary as we talk about
social policies. A Workfare Project has been created in your law school �y
Joane Wong, co-coordinator of the Labor and Employment Law Associa
tion. Let's make a difference together.
b Joane Won

If you agree with the Statement of Pri nciplesbelow, please
sign t h e form bel ow a nd return t o box 203
Community Statement of Principles
of
Fair Work for Workfare

As the result of welfare reform, many welfare recipients will be required 10 "work off'
their benefits, a practice commonly called workfare. Like working people who depend on
their wages, workfare participants depend on their benefits to feed and clothe their families, to
provide for their medical need5i and to put a roof over their heads. They must be treated
fairly, and with the dignity and respect that all working people deserve.
As concerned religious, civic, labor and community leaders, we recognize tha1 the main
purpose of workfare is to give welfare recipients the skills and training that lead to permanent
employment. We also recognize, however, that in the past, workfare has led to permanent
jobs for only a precious few. We hope to see workfare meet its goal of moving people from
welfare to permanent jobs that pay a living wage. ,
Therefore, for workfare to be effective, both rtr the individual and the community-at
largc, we call for the enactment of the following principles:
I. In recognition of the historic struggle for decent and humane working conditions in this
country, workfare participants arc entitled to all rights currently enjoyed by public and
private employees in the United States.
2. Workfare participants may never be used to replace or displace working people earning a
wage.
3. As required by New York State law, before assigning a person to workfare, the Department
of Social Services must first try to find employment in the private sector.
4. Workfare involves mutual obligations among workfare participants, the Department of
Social Services and the woricsite employer. Participants are responsible for striving to
acquire the skills necessary for full-time employment. The Department of Social Services
must meet its legal obligation of developing an employment plan for each welfare recipient
so that worlcfare leads to a job, not to continued dependence on welfare; such an employ
ment plan must provide for the training needed to secure permanent employment. The
employer mu� commit to providing training and skills needed to do the job successfully.
5. Before placing a recipient in workfare, the worksite must develop an actual job description
for the placement, and a pledge that workfare participants will be considered for any future
job· openings.
Signature
Date

Organization
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I Opinion Face-Off:

"Megan's Laws" are named after Megan Kanka, a seven-year-old
who was raped and murdered by a neighbor who was a paroled
sex child molester. Last week, the Supreme Court denied cert to
two cases challenging the convicted sex offender disclosure policy
New York and New Jersey. While these cases merely challenged
the laws' retroactivity, many civil rights advocates maintain that
Megan's Laws are unconstitutional.

Herodinatus: Look, I have every sympathy in the world for Megan
Kanka. And it's very nice that her fa_mily has decided to target
child molesters, rapists, and sadomasochistic murderers for public
humiliation. I'm all for the public humiliation of child molesters.
But Megan's Laws have two very big weakness--one, they're
blatantly unconstitutional. The First Amendment declares we have
a right to privacy, and while that right may be limited within prison
walls, it returns full thrust when an inmate is released. Secondly
-and, in my opinion, far more important--if a parole board feels
that a prisoner is going to attack, 'molest, or rape a child--or
anyone--again, well, then maybe that prisoner should stay in prison
a little longer. Like, say, forever.

Megan's Lawsl

reformed, or permanently removed from society.
The "primary flaw" with these notification laws is that
they won't work. You could tattoo a person with warnings and
permanently affix a neon sign to his head, but if they want to
assault someone, they will. Why waste time and money creating
laws that don't do much except make people feel good? What these
people probably really want to do, instead of public humiliation, is
flog these types of criminals, preferably in a public space. But they
can't do that, because.just like Megan's laws, it would violate the
constitution.

The Impartial Observer: I agree with your premise that notrrication won't work. But,
while you suggest that these laws are really 'feel good' type laws, I feel that your
approach is also a 'feel good' approach, just in the guise of a conservative 'get tough'
tone. The typically conservative approach says 'the system isn't working, so we have
to correct it by getting tough.' This attitude tends to stem out of the 'too many liberal
judges' mantra (also, conveniently used by conservatives). Yet the only trickle down
theory that really seems to work in the real world is that when we get un(onstitutionolly
tough on criminals, everyone suffers. How can a legislature, who has never been to
any of the future trials that their laws will affect, create an arbitrary maximum sentence?
The fact of this situation is, rr we depart from the system we have now,
The Impartial Observer: I don't think anyone would argue that child molesters should
we
will
some
day come to the point where someone is unfairly abused by an inflexible
be let on the street, and yet, I feel compelled to agree that Megan's Laws are
law
much
as
a petty thief who commits 3 felonies · but minor felonies involving
unconstitutional. However, I think your reasonings are misguided. The primary flaw
with these notrrication laws is that they remove the discretion and ability of the judge comparatively minor actions with minor consequences, but now is sentenced to life in
to impose the sentence he or she feels is necessary for the case at hand. Instead, prison on the third minor charge under a '3 strikes' guideline. Stepping aside on the
notrrication laws amount to a mandatory, inflexible sentence proscribed by law - and issue of whether or not they should be paroled or whether or not they are curable, will
there is something inherently wrong with handcuffing a judge with an indifferent law. you then explain to them that it is 'ok that they received a particularly disproportionate
It sounds like your problem is with the parole boards letting people go prematurely. sentence for the greater good?' I doubt this sort of utilitarianism will solace them as
they rot in prison - an experience which I assure you is not very pleasant.
Why handcuff judges because of parole boards?

Herodinatus: There's more reasons than a lousy parole board to
handcuff judges, but we'll leave that out for now. The point is, if
there's a chance--even a small chance--that a sex offender is going
to, for lack of a better word, "offend" again, then they shouldn't be
anywhere but a prison cell or a mental ward. I don't believe in much
law... l don't even believe in most criminal law...but I do think there
are certain crimes for which people need to be either permanently

Herodinatus:

You know, you don't sound like a very impartial

observer.

The Impartial Observer: You know, you don't sound very Greek...
Herodinatus was: S.A. Cole
The Impartial Observer was: Russ Klein
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Those Were the Days... Part II
On October 2, 1987 the UB Law faculty unanimously
adopted the Faculty Statement Regarding Intellectual Freedom,
Tolerance, and Prohibited Harassment. We thought it would be a
good idea to reprint the Faculty Statement for you, so that you will
have a better idea of what we are dealing with as this essay goes
on. Incidently, according to one professor, there was an addendum
passed a couple of years later regarding the Faculty Statement.
However, I have as of yet been able to find a copy yet, and will
reprint it as soon as I can.
The incidents of 1987 received curious coverage. From
all I have heard and read, the Spring 1987 semester was a
tumultuous one here. The first real hint actually comes in the
December 3rd, 1986 issue of the Opinion, with an article titled
Vandalism is Increasing at Law School (ldelleAbrams). Apparently,
the Law School was a victim of a few grafitti attacks of a racist
and homophobic nature (vandalism of a movie screen and some
desks). Also, there was vandalism of posters and banners hung up
by the Gay Law Students Association.
The next real sign of trouble doesn't come until the April
22, 1987 issue of the Opinion, with an'editorial titled Attacks Must
Not Be Allowed to Continue:
As explained in a memo to faculty members from Brett
Gilbert, student mailboxes have recently been used
fo r making blatant attacks and threats on
homosexuals and women. The memo described a
"virulent homophobic attack against a first year male
student in the form of a disturbed note xeroxed and
placed in many student mailboxes; and a disgusting
attack on two female first year students who were
deemed feminists and, therefore, 'anti-male.' This
last attack included the distribution of sick lyrics to
songs, as well as the placing of decapitated stuffed
animals and excrement wrapped in tin foil in the
women's mailboxes. "
Tragically, the incident did not receive more in depth treatment by
the Opinion (this 10th page editorial really is the first sign of the
incident -- probably well known by the students at the time, but
not well reported on).
The next mention of any interest regarding this story
doesn't occur until-the Fall semester of 1987. Of course, this is the
time that the Faculty Statement is passed unanimously by the Law
School faculty. The first significant mention of the Faculty
Statement was in the December 1, 1987 issue of The Opinion, in
an editorial called Faculty Statement Should Bring A Heightened
Awareness. At this point, the Opinion editorial staff supported the
statement.
Unfortunately, except for the occassional "what happened
to it?" article, the Faculty Statement was set aside. I doubt most
students (except those who read Nat Hentoff's Free Speech for
Me, But Not For The{_) would have known that such a code existed.
In future installments, I will be talking with various people
around the Law School (including faculty who was here during
the incidents, and general feedback on the idea of a hate speech
code from the Law School community). Meanwhile, I have
reprinted the Faculty Statement for your perusal (and the addendum
will be reprinted as soon as we can locate a copy).
by Russ Klein

FACUL1Y STATEMENT REGARDING INTELLECTIJAL F REEDOM,
TOL E RANCE, AND PROHIBIT E D HA RA SSM ENT
Every intellectual community worthy of the name thrives on sharp and
heated controversy -- on the free and full expression of opposing ideas and values;
on impassioned arguments for, and equally passionate arguments against. Given the
panicular professional skills required for the practice of law, law schools, including
this one, especially prize and encourage such unencumbered give-and-take. the more
lively and uninhibited the better.
Because both the common law and two centuries of Constitutional tradition
have long given American lawyers a special role in assuring fairness and securing
equal treatment to all people, our intellectual community also shares values that go
beyond a mere standardized commitment to open and unrestrained debate. We support
the panicular values shaped by the special traditions and responsibilities of the legal
community to which all of us -- students and faculty alike -- belong. Any and all
expressions of bigotry, prejudice and discrimination are abhorrent to these traditions;
they not only detract from the person uttering them, but reflect poorly upon the
profession as a whole.
By entering law school, and joining this legal community, each student's
absolute right to liberty of speech must also become tempered in its exercise, by the
responsibility to promote equality and justice. Therefore, it should be understood
that remarks directed at another's race, sex, religion, national origin, age or sexual
preference will be ill-received, or that racist, sexist, homophobic and anti-lesbian,
ageist and ethnically derogatory statements, as well as other remarks based on
prejudice and group stereotype, will generate critical responses and swift, open
condemnation by the faculty, wherever and however they occur.
We note with dismay recent acts of harassment, intimidation, and assault
against persons of color and other groups which have taken place on campuses around
the country, and which have often gone far beyond the bounds of constitutionally
protected speech. Concern regarding such inappropriate and often outrageous
behavior compels the faculty to add a clear and specific warning concerning any
such acts that may occur in this school. It is the policy of this law school to take
strong and immediate steps against any and all such behavior. The means of doing
so will always be informed by the faculty's strong commitment to the requirements
of due process but will not be limited solely to the use of ordinary university
disciplinary procedures. Where such acts indicate that a student may lack sufficient
moral character to be admitted to the practice of law, the school can and will make
appropriate communications to the character and fitness committees of any bar to
which such a student applies, including, where appropriate, its conclusion that the
student should not be admitted to practice law. In addition, in appropriate cases, the
school will not hesitate to act upon its legal and ethical duty to notify state and federal
law enforcement authorities of such acts, and to cooperate with those authorities in
their investigation and prosecution.
Although the faculty is prepared to exercise such sanctions, we hope and
expect that the occasion will not arise. Thus, we expect that students will accept, and
act in accordance with, the moral obligations of the profession and this community
and honor the traditions of fairness, equality and respect for others that sustain the
legal profession and sustain the culture of this law school.
Adopted October 2, 1987
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There is no viewpoint that is more misconceived by the
public than Anarchy. Sure, most people don't seem to have a firm
grasp on what it means to be a Republican or a Democrat, liberal
or conservative, libertarian, socialist, etc. But there tends to be an
almost universal misunderstanding what the label "anarchist"
means.
According to Webster's New World Dictionary, second
college edition, Anarchy is defined as: "(l) the complete absence
of government." I stop here with the first definition to interject
that this is the closest to accurate that this dictionary comes. Next,
are "(2) political disorder and violence; lawlessness...(3) disorder
in any sphere of activity" (page 50). But wait, it gets worse. Roget's
International Thesaurus, 3rd edition, lists, amongst the variations
of the word "anarchy" the following: revolutionist, nihilist, radical,
lawlessness, radical, confusion.
It is quite disheartening that such esteemed reference
guides can be so misinformed as to the accurate meanings of words.
the second Webster's definition is not anarchy, it is chaos and
disorder -- the two concepts are NOT synonymous with one another.
The same applies to Webster's 3rd definition -- disorder is not
synonymous with anarchy. As for Roget's, (1) revolution does not
mean anarchy -- I would hardly call the American Revolution,
Bolshevik Revolution, or the English Glorious Revolution
"anarchistic revolutions." Nihilism is a belief that there is no
foundation for truth, and no real right or wrong -- nearly every
anarchist I personally know and have talked to believe in 'right
and wrong' -- just not the way some of us do. Lawlessness is
close, but is not synonymous with anarchy. Radical -- ha! Stalin
was an anarchist? You think that the Army of God, blowing up
abortion clinics and gay-lesbian nightclubs, are closet anarchists?
Confusion -- is not synonymous with anarchy.
It is important to point these things out, since the media
tries oh so hard to paint any disorder as being anarchy. The Rodney
King riots in LA were labeled as anarchy. The chaos and murder
in Rwanda was labeled as anarchy. Any kind of disorder is labeled
as anarchist. Of course, what the media didn't report was that
there was still law in place. So these people were acting lawless,
and the society was chaotic. But does that make it anarchistic? I
don't think so ... Besides, I believe violence is incompatible with
the survival of an anarchistic society (by now I suspect many of
you are rolling your eyes, but you will understand as you read on).

All submissions due Thurs d ay by 5:00 pm in
th e Opi n i o n off ice (i n th e b asem en t) .

So by now, you are wondering "OK, so you don't think
we know what anarchy is. W hy don't you tell us, tough guy?"
First of all, there is no one system that is anarchy. Different people
have different ideas. The common thread among all anarchists is
a belief that their should be no hierarchy and there should be no
government. However, the "society" that emerges from this belief
can be wildly different. There are anarcho-capitalists, anarcho
syndicalists, anarcho-socialists, anarcho-communists, etc. The
anarchist spectrum is as diverse as the conventional liberal
conservative spectrum we are all used to.
Even worse, there is a wide variety of debate within the
various anarchist groups. Many anarchists refuse to recognize other
anarchist variations as being tru(? anarchists (probably in the same
way that members of the far right wouldn't consider any person
who supported abortion rights as being a true Republican or
conservative). The most ostracized group within the anarchist
community is the anarcho-capitalists. The reasoning is, that since
anarchy is supposed to be about eliminating hierarchy and control,
then anarcho-capitalists leave an extraordinarily powerful regime
of corporations in place, and thus leave in a layer of hierarchy in
place (which some would argue is as powerful, if not more powerful,
than the government). Along the same lines, most anarchists reject
religion (although I've learned that many of them do not have a
problem withindividual spirituality, which leads me to believe that
their problem lies overall -- besides a personal disbelief in God -
with the nature of organized religion, and how it has controlled
and operated within -Western and indeed global societies).
Personally, I believe that it is not incompatible to have a
personal belief in God (I believe in God, but I also have serious
problems with any form of organized religion). I am not sure if
any particular form of anarcho- * * is right or wrong, though I have
my own ideas on where we should be going.
REALITY AND FANTASY
Of course, being the realist that I am, I understand that
we simply cannot go from the society we live in now to any version
of an anarchist society. The society we live in has been the work
of generations and generations of progression to where we are now.
People are accustomed to living a certain way, and people are
accustomed to having things work a certain way for them. Traffic
signals, police, Tops Supermarket, etc. There is no way you can
simply remove the structure we have now -- that would create
chaos and disorder and a void -- and someone or some group would
step in to fill that void.

Continued on page 10
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Continued from page 9

TOP TEN REASONS W HY THE LAW LIBRARY
By the same token, I don't believe that any anarchist society
can ever come to life out of an armed revolution, since people would
NEEDS
immediately clamor for some force (government!) to step in and
SWIPE CARD LAW-STUDENTS-ONLY-ACCESS
restore order and public safety. Besides, as I said (and for the same
reason), violence is incompatible with an anarchist society.
10. Twenty undergrads sitting at one
So, with the two main avenues eliminated to get to the
table.
society I envision, you must be scratching your head. OK, here is
9. The math students who never clean off
my plan:
the eraser pieces from the tables.
First, we have to step away from the government we
have now. It seems that many anarchists would make the move
8. The slobs who trash the bathrooms.
towards a socialist form of government, to provide 'for the people.'
But I think this is grossly dangerous. I believe that socialist forms
7. Frat boys sporting baseball caps to hold in
of government breed dependency, and that once we move to a
their brains hogging the sun computers to
socialist form of government, nothing short of the collapse of the
check ESPN sports zone.
state will end the regime (and then a void will ensue and people will
move to fill it, etc., etc., etc.). My idea for a first step, instead, is to
6. Undergrads who "study" on the upper
move towards a model based roughly on American libertarianism
floors but only flap their jaws and get
and the American Libertarian Party. Not the ideal way to do things,
irritated when we ask them to shut up.
but it is the next logical step, primarily because American
5. Obsessive Compulsive Med students who
libertarianism is a step towards greati:r individual and economic
kick people out of "their seats" on the
freedom.
upper
floors.
During the period of libertarian America, the country has
to undergo a social revolution of sorts. People have to learn to help
4. The mysterious people who pass gas.
out their neighbor, crime has to be reduced, and a number of things
need to be worked out (of course, this is a column, not a philosophical
3. TWO WORDS: CELL PHONES
book, so thus I am limited in my explanations I can give within
space constraints).
2. Over sexed teeny boppers fondling each
Second, once we reach a stable state of American
other redefining P.D.A. (public displays of
libertarianism, the next logical step is towards a type of society called
affection).
Minarchy. Minarchy is actually the radical version of American
1. Freaks toting girlie mags, fondling
Libertarianism. There are four basic parts of government that would
themselves and getting their jollies for all
remain under a minarchy: A limited national defense force, a body
to
see.
of laws to protect natural negative rights, a smaller police force, and
a limited system of courts.
Respectfully Submitted,
Finally, once this form of society has stabilized and the
kinks have been worked out, the state would simply be dissolved.
Plus, as an added bonus, there would be no more need for
lawyers!
ITS A DREAM, BUT. ..
As you may realize, I don't consider this to be a realistic
plan. So sure, I believe in anarchy as a system of society, but I just
don't think it can legitimately exist in our lifetime. But, I do think
that we can take steps towards it. Early humans walked the earth
without the benefit ofgovernment controlling them. Just because
we've progressed along through time to have ever expansive and
controlling government doesn't mean we have to continue on that
course now.
Unfortunately though, in America, our dominance by
government has been masqueraded by a friendly face put on by that
very government. People actually think that the US government
GIVES them rights! Nonsense! No government gives anyone rights.
Government can only'!eave rights alone or restrict them.
Also as unfortunate, is how dreadfully far we are, as a
society, from achieving the goal I aspire to. Our ever expansive
government still can't take care of the problems of our society, so
why should I think that we as a society are ready to take care of the
problems ourselves?
It may be a dream...but some day...
Katie McDowell, 2L, displaying model behavior in the law library.
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Continued from page 2
Blood replenishes, is easily extracted in usable
quantities...must be a product. Same thing for sperm. Both of
these "products" can be sold--or rather, the donor can be compen
sated for their time and inconvenience.
Eggs, the "donation" of which have been occurring for over
a decade, are another matter. To facilitate the removal of her
eggs, a woman must inject extra hormones, which cause bloating
and irritability, for the entire month prior to ovulation. The eggs
must then be removed via an invasive procedure. Once extracted,
the eggs do not regenerate. While the "lifetime supply" of eggs a
woman is endowed with is not compromised by this extraction,
the comparison to blood and sperm begins to fail. What was once
based on regeneration is now based on supply (and demand).
Following this transition, it is easy to see the economic rea
soning that deems these three items exempt from our nation's pro
hibition on selling parts of a person. Blood can be sold in rela
tively large quantities because it costs a person--in a tortuous soci
ety that can put a price on inconvenience and pain--relatively little
to part with some of it. Semen can be sold because it costs a per
son no pain and only minor embarrassment to do his bit for the
gene pool. And eggs...well, they fetch a higher price, because a
month of permanent PMS is easily worth five thousand dollars.
All three are legitimate transactions, with goods exchanged
for due consideration. But the introduction of the non-regenera
tive egg throws off the rationale behind the legitimacy. Starting
with the transition from replaceable product to amply supplied
part, it is possible to extend the reasoning and provide for some
thing like...the sale of skin.
Skin grafts are fairly common procedures that can be pain
ful, but produce no lasting debilitating effects. While it leaves a
scar, it is safe to say that a willing seller could be "compensated"
for both the discomfort and the disfigurement if they sold some of
their skin. From there, maybe you can sell a lung, or a kidney. Or,
if you don't value your life too much, your heart.
Legally speaking , the reasoning is there. So maybe it's time
to scrutinize our reasoning.
Is a person the sum of their parts? From the legal point of
view, which operates from the lighthouse atop of the slippery slope,
the answer should be "yes." Following that, there is the question:
is the right to one's body alienable? From the legal point of view,
the answer should be "no."
Because of organ donation, however, the legal answers to
those questions have been just the opposite. American jurispru
dence has forged a world where one's ethereal "rights" are inalien
able, but tangible "parts" are not. Further, because american legal
thought is largely based upon economic, Lockean reasoning, that
which is alienable becomes commodified.
Here enters the contradiction: in a world where one could
not sell oneself into slavery, one could systematically auction off
every part of his physical being.
This is contrary to the fundamentals of the common law we
so umealistically cherish. Many of you might remember the case
of Regina v. Stephens, wherein the Queen's Bench declared once
and for all that, no matter how desperate you are, murdering a
passive victim to survive is never appropriate. While every law
student in the country has probably read this case, american juris
prudence managed to introduce, or at least ignore, a schema to the
contrary: you can kill part of someone to survive, as long as it

remains a petite mart.
This contradiction is one the legal and medical communities
will be increasingly forced to deal with over the course of the next
century. As medical technology grows ever more sophisticah!d,
the law will need a comparable sophistication to reconcile our prac
tice to our philosophy. The sooner we equip our legal system to
coherently blend our morals with our economics, the better.
No doubt many prisoners in China feel the same way.
By S.A. Cole

IIImages In Malell
The author of Images in Male is taking a brief hiatus from his
duties as columnist, and during this hiatus he will consider the
following questions:
1) whether to change the title of his colump from Images
in Male to How to Win Friends and be Popular with Women;
2) whether line and color interact in a painting the same
way that substance and tone relate in a work of rhetoric.
3) whether Bill Paxon realizes that some students at UB
Law think that raising a child is much less important than having
a career, and consider him therefore a "trophy wife."
At any rate, the author of Images in Male would like to
thank the readers of the column, especially those who had kind
things to say to him during the recent brouhaha. There will be
more Images in Male after the break,
by Adam Perri

Faculty - Student Happy Hour

The 5th floor faculty lounge was converted into a party
haven Wednesday, February 25, as students and faculty packed the
room for the Spring Semester bash. The party had soda, chips,
vegetables, a meat-like-substance, plus beer and wine.
Students and faculty took the rare opportunity to interact
in a setting outside the class room, with pockets of conversation
developing everywhere, and most students seemed to be enjoying
themselves.
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CDO and SBA Blasted!

Well, the surveys continue to pour in here at the Opinion,
as we were overwhelmed with 2 more submissions. The theme
continues this week with complete dissatisfaction with the Career
Development Office, as they garnered an F from one student (who
proceeded to blast the CDO in a long commentary that we can't
reprint without a name), a Q- from another student, and both
checked "no" when asked ifthe CDO was doing a good job. There
was a little ambivalence towards the status of deans at UB Law -
one student suggested Makau Mutmr (and that they were unsure
what the deans actually did), and another was dissatisfied with
some of the other deans. The Student Bar Association also received
additional poor grades, raking in a Q- and an F.

�

I

1(1) Who do you think should replace Barry Boyer as dean of the I
ILaw School?
I

I

I1--

Someone within the Law School (Please Specify ___)
I
)
Someone outside the Law School (Please Specify
I
1(2) Do you like the 'new curriculum?'
I

fI

L Yes
I

I

_ No

I

1(3) Do you think that the Career Development Office does a good
Job?

•
I

Yes

I

No

The Opinion invites everyone to continue to turn in � 4) Please rate the following aspects of the law school on the H,
surveys (we are reproducing it again in a smaller form). We caution lo+, Q, Q-, D, F system ...
that we cannot directly quote commentary off of the surveys without I
I-- The Deans
The CDO
_ The Faculty
contact information. However, if a student is concerned about
IThe SBA (Student Bar Association)
_ The Library
retribution, we would be willing to print comments and withhold
your name (although identity would be disclosed upon inquiry). �
Please leave all surveys in box 95 or at the Opinion office in the
�asement
of O'Brian Hall
You still have time to fill out the Opinion survey �
!(Name Optional -- if you want to be quoted)
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FOLLOWING UP ON INTERVIEWS
Dear Job Goddess,
A few months ago, I interviewed with a law
firm. It went really well, and the attorney I interviewed
told me that she would really try to get me on board
with the firm, hoping she could convince the powers
that be that I should be hired. Shortly thereafter, the
firm held a partners' meeting where I was on the
agenda. I haven't heard anything since that time. Even
though it's been a few months, I haven't gotten an of
fer from anybody else. Should I call the firm again
and express my interest? After all, it's been months
and I haven't heard from them. And I confess, I've
been too chicken to call; I did try once, but nobody
ever called me back. Should I try again?
-SE, Illinois
Dear SE,
In a word - Yes. The Job Goddess realizes this
seems offhand, like telling you to put on a hamburger
bathing suit and jump into a shark tank, but it isn't that
way at all. To understand why, you've got to appreci
ate all of the perfectly understandable, not-rejecting
you reasons why you might not have received a call.
As Susan Richey, career services director at Franklin
Pierce Law Center (and an attorney before that), points
out, "Not receiving a call doesn't mean anything! it
certainly doesn't mean they hated you. For instance,
they may be waiting for the business they need to sup
port your salary. When I was starting out, a law firm
once told me, 'We're counting on a huge piece of liti
gation, and if we get it, we'll need you.' There are
many firms in that position, but often they won't tell
you what's going on."
On the other hand, of course, you don't want to
be a pest. Susan Richey says that in order to walk the
fine line between showing enthusiasm and being a
bother, "If they haven't given you a date when they
said they'll contact you, wait until two weeks after your
interview, and then call and say 'I really enjoyed my
self there, and wanted to check on the status of my
application.' Most good recruiting coordinators will
give you a date when you can call back, but if they
don't, ask if you'll be a bother if you call back."
If the law firm you're interviewing with is too
small for a recruiting coordinator, it could well be that
the lawyers there have simply been too busy to give

your situation the attention it deserves. When you call
the firm and speak to the hiring partner's secretary, you
could well be speaking to somebody who is up to her
rhymes-with-mass in alligators. If she doesn't give you
an answer, or says something like "I don't know where
your application is," Susan Richey advises you to ask if
it would be a problem if you called back in a week's
time. If a week's not okay, the secretary is likely to give
you a date that is.
As your situation illustrates, SE, it's important
to keep the ball in your court whenever possible. That
is, keep the calling privilege for yourself. As Sue Richey
advises, "Instead of just leaving a voice mail message
for them to call you back, say that you'II try back in a
week., and leave them your number in case they want to
call you in the meantime."
If time drags on and there is still no decision,
think about contacting the person with whom you got
along the best to see what else -- if anything -- you can
do to further your cause. Again, couch your request in
terms of how much you lik,ed the firm and how you'd
like to make a contribution; now is not the time to say,
"Honestly, I wouldn't care so much except that I haven't
found anything else and I'm getting desperate."
What is the downside risk of this entire approach,
SE? There isn't one. As Susan Richey points out, "If
they're going to reject you, they won't reject you any
harder because you followedup." As the Job Goddess
stressed at the outset, there are many reasons why you
might not receive an offer that have nothing to do with
whether they liked you or not. And even if their reasons
did involve y ou, remember that it's only their impres
sion of you, how you did in a single interview, and what
ever you showed them of your credentials in the form of
resumes, cover letters, writing samples, and the like.
They didn't reject you, the flesh-and-blood person, SE - and no employer has tlrat power unless you give it to
them. The Job Goddess trusts that you won't.
[This column was submitted by Audrey Koscielniak. The Job
Goddess is Kimm Alayne Walton, author of the book Guerrilla Tac
tics For Getting The Legal Job Of Your Dreams]

THE OPINION WANTS YOU!!

13

Got something to say? Something in the
world or law school eating away at you?
Write a column, article, or letter!
All submissions due bv Thursdays at 5pm.

These are the
People in Your
Neighborhood ...
Matt Clabeaux, 3L, "C'est magnifique!"

Campus political figure,
Nathan Van Loon, 31...
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... caught in law library
with anonymous blond
Scandal! Scandal!!
Sc andal!!!

(from left to right)
JL Malinda McSherry
2L Darlene Gawron
JL Susan Burch
Kickin' back in the "PAD"

... the People
that You Meet
Each Day

Translation of our Latin motto:
"Is that how you think you run a newspaper?" "I don't know how to run a
newspaper, Mr. Thatcher, I just try everything I can think of."
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